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REPLY TO ADVISORY ACTION OF OCTOBER 28, 2003 

In reply to the Advisory Action of October 28, 2003, Applicants submit the following 
remarks. 

Applicants' amended claims feature a plurality of pairs of opposed cleaning elements 
mounted at an acute angle relative to an interproximal line, wherein the angle relative to the 
interproximal line is in a plane that is substantially parallel to the chewing surface of a row of the 



In the Advisory Action, the Examiner asserts that the interproximal line of Hegemann lies 
in a plane that is substantially parallel to the chewing surface of a row of the user's teeth. This 
assertion does not address the structural features of the pending claims, which require that the 
angle (as opposed to the interproximal line) be in a plane substantially parallel to the chewing 
surface of a row of the user's teeth. The Examiner does not assert that Hegemann provides a 
teaching that the bristles form an acute angle as claimed, where the angle is in a plane 
substantially parallel to the chewing surface of a row of the user's teeth. 



user's teeth. 
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Referring to the Figure on the front page of Hegemann and also Figure 3c, it is clear that 
angle p is not in a plane substantially parallel to the chewing surface of a row of the user's teeth. 
Angle p is defined in Fig. 3c between two dashed lines. One of the dashed lines is in a plane 
substantially parallel to the bristles 12 on brush head 11, which are in a plane substantially 
parallel to the chewing surface of a row of the user's teeth. The second of the dashed lines is not 
in a plane substantially parallel to the chewing surface of a row of user's teeth, but instead 
extends from bristles 17 on brush head 14. This line cuts diagonally through the user's teeth 
when the brush is in use. Accordingly, the angle defined by these lines, angle p, clearly does not 
lie in a plane substantially parallel to the chewing surface of the users teeth, but instead lies in a 
plane that cuts vertically through the length of the tooth from the roots to the chewing surface. 

Like Hegemann, Trattner also fails to disclose bristles mounted at an acute angle relative 
to an interproximal line, where the angle is in a plane substantially parallel to the chewing 
surface of a user's teeth. Figure 4 illustrates the toothbrush disclosed in Trattner, which has 
bristles arranged "at an angle away from the surrounding gum tissue." (Trattner, col. 1, lines 32- 
39.) As with Hegemann, the angle disclosed in Trattner is in a plane that cuts through the length 
of the tooth from the roots to the chewing surface. Nowhere does Trattner teach or suggest 
cleaning elements mounted at an acute angle, where the angle is in a plane substantially parallel 
to the chewing surface of the user's teeth. 

None of the cited references provide a teaching of pairs of opposed cleaning elements 
mounted at an acute angle relative to an interproximal line, wherein the angle relative to the 
interproximal line is in a plane that is substantially parallel to the chewing surface of a row of the 
user's teeth as recited in the pending claims. Accordingly, Applicants submit that the pending 
claims are novel and nonobvious. 
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